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STATE OF LOUI SI ANA
GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT COMM SSI ON
I N RE: GROUND WATER *
MANAGEMENT COWM SSI ON *

Report of the public neeting held by the Ground
Wat er Management Comm ssion, State of Louisiana, on

Oct ober 22, 2001, in Baton Rouge, Loui siana.

COVM SSI ON MEMBERS | N ATTENDANCE:

Karen Gautreaux, Chairman

Philip Asprodites, Conm ssioner of Conservation

Zahir "Bo" Bolourchi, Secretary, DOTD

George Cardwell, Capital Area Ground Water Conmi ssion
Wlilliam"Bill" Cefalu, Police Jury Association

Ri chard Durrett, Sparta Groundwater Conservation Dist.
Peggy Gantt, Louisiana Municipal Association
Dal e G vens, Secretary, DEQ

Ful bert Leon Namwamba, Geol ogi st

Brad Spicer, Agriculture & Forestry

John Roussel, Assistant Secretary WIldlife & Fisheries

Li nda Zaunbrecher, Farm Bureau Menmber
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AGENDA
Call to Order - Karen Gautreaux, Governor's
Office
Oral presentations of the top two (2) Proposals
(RFP) for Assistance with Devel opment of
St at ewi de Conprehensi ve Water Managenent System
Ant hony Dupl echin, Jr., Office of Conservation
Presentation of the Draft of the Amended
Emergency Rule for Critical Ground Water Area
Desi gnati on Procedure and Process
Ground Water Staff Report
Ground Water Management Advi sory Task Force
Commi ttee Reports
Ground Water Managenment Advi sory Task Force
Comment s
New Busi ness
Publ i ¢ Comments
Schedul e for Next Meeting

Adj ourn
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GROUND WATER MANAGEMENT COMM SSI ON
OCTOBER 22, 2001

* * *x * %

COWM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Let's get started. 1've spoken to M. Cefalu and
Dr. Bahr. Dr. Bahr is on a -- oh, there you are. |I'm
sorry. | didn't see you sitting in your chair. All

right. So what we're going to do today is first I"II
call us to order and ask all of the Comm ssion nmenbers
just to identify thenselves for the record. |'m Karen
Gaut reaux, Chair of the Comm ssion.
COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Philip Asprodites, Comm ssioner of Conservation.
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

Bo Bol ourchi, Departnment of Transportation and
Devel opnment .
COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Dal e G vens, DEQ.
COVM SSI ONER CARDWELL

George Cardwel |, Capital Area Ground Water
Conmmi ssi on.
COVM SSI ONER CEFALU:

Wlliam Cefalu representing the Police Jury
Associ ation.
COVM SSI ONER NAMMNAMBA:

Ful bert Namwanba, Sout hern University, Baton
Rouge.
COVM SSI ONER ROUSSEL:

John Roussel, Department of Wldlife and

Fi sheri es.
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COVM SSI ONER DURRETT:

Ri chard Durrett, Sparta Groundwater Conmi ssion.
COVM SSI ONER SPI CER

Brad Spicer, Louisiana Departnment of Agriculture
and Forestry.

COVM SSI ONER ZAUNBRECHER

Li nda Zaunbrecher, Loui siana Farm Bureau.
COVM SSI ONER GANTT:

Peggy Gantt, Loui siana Muinicipal Association.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. |'d also like to thank the many
menbers of our Task Force who have joined us this
afternoon. | think we had a good neeting this
nmor ni ng, and as di scussed at that neeting, we are
going to first make a presentation, not first in order
but we will make a presentation of the committee
di scussions at that Task Force Advisory neeting. But
first, the first item on our agenda are presentations
by the top two proposers, and |'ve asked Bob Harper,
Undersecretary for DNR, to explain what's going to
happen today.

MR. HARPER

Yes, good afternoon. W have narrowed the I|ist,
or the Office of Conservation has narrowed the |ist
down to two potential contractors for this contract,
C.H. Fenstermaker and CH2ZM Hill. A decision has been
made to go to oral presentation in an attenpt to
eval uate these two proposals. The only people that
will be able to ask questions during these

presentations will be the menmbers of the selection




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

W RN NN RN N NN NNNR P RBP B R B B R b
O © ® ~N o O b W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

Page 6 of 74

board itself. They're going to have two -- excuse ne,
there will be a 20-m nute presentation, a 20-m nute
oral presentation, and then there will be 15 m nutes

avai |l abl e for questions and answers. Fifteen m nutes
into the 20-m nute presentation we will notify the
proposer that there is five mnutes left in their time
sl ot.

We are going to ask that CH2ZM Hill, since they're
t he second participant, since they're the second
proposer to wait outside so as not to give them an
unfair advantage by getting to listen to the first
proposal. That pretty much wraps up the way it's
going to be. W're ready to go.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, Bob. | thought what we could do first
is ask you or Tony to identify the nenbers of the
sel ection commttee in case anyone m ssed that | ast
time.
MR. DUPLECHI N

The menbers of the selection commttee are
myself, my name is Anthony Dupl echin; Secretary Dal e
G vens fromthe Department of Environmental Quality;
M. Bo Bol ourchi from Departnent of Transportation and
Devel opnent; Charlie Demas, District Chief, Louisiana
District US Geol ogical Survey; and M. Jim Marchand
who is a |lawer with the Louisiana House of
Representatives and Environnent Conmmittee.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. | would like to thank all the nmenmbers

of the selection commttee. | know they've put in a
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great deal of time in going through the proposals and
devel opi ng the recommendations to this point. Let's
see. We have about three mnutes to go. | mean, do
we need to wait until pronptly a quarter till? Okay.
Well, let's go through the agenda very quickly. 1"'1]
do a little time filler. 1'd just like to thank the
peopl e that responded to the E-mails. W had a little
reconciliation of mailing lists, and | appreciate al
of you who were having -- were not on all of the lists
and letting us know. Hopefully that will enable
people to get the materials a little nore snoothly.

And in the package of materials you received you
shoul d have received a Draft Proposed Revisions to the
Energency Rule. As nobst of you know we've had an
emergency rule in place that deals with the
application procedure for a critical groundwater area
desi gnation. Today, later on in the agenda, we'l
talk a little bit about some proposed revisions, which
include tweaks to the energency rule that we had
devel oped, as well as laying out a proposed procedure
for the whole hearing process, not just the
application. So hopefully if you were on the E-mail
list you did receive that in advance and have had a
chance to look at it. W're not going to ask for
action today. W'Ill ask you to look at it, relay your
coments. If you' d |like to say sonething today, |ater
on in the neeting you'll have an opportunity, but we
will not be asking for any action today.

| s there anybody on the Comm ssion that woul d

li ke to say anything or comment in our two m nutes
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left? (No response.) |It's a very happy group. Good
to see it. Okay, well what we'll do is just ask them
to come in and get ready to get started, if someone
can let the -- Jim Marchand, since you're on the

sel ection comm ttee, does every one of our selection
comm ttee members, and Charlie, too, why don't we sit
by m kes in case you have a question to direct to the
proposers? They nmay be off in a room getting ready,
but is there anyone fromthe next proposers in the
audi ence, CH2ZM Hi || ?

(No response.)

MR. HAM LTON

Good afternoon. |'m Brad Ham | ton, Executive
Vice President for C. H Fenstermker and Associ ates
and Manager of our Environmental Division. | would
like to thank the Conmm ssion for allowing us to
present our qualifications and to be here to make this
technical presentation. As Louisiana residents we
have followed the state's interest in devel oping a
wat er managenment plan and we | ook forward to working
with you to create this plan.

Since there's only 20 m nutes allowed for this
presentation, we are going to be nmoving very rapidly.
During this presentation it's inportant to note not
only what we are planning to do but what we are not
planning to do. We are not planning to, quote,
reinvent the wheel. We are not going to duplicate
studi es that have already been perforned, and we are
not going to collect data that already exists. W

will, however, collect and analyze existing data and
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determ ne where data is m ssing and what needs to be
collected. OQur focus is to provide a managenent plan
that will serve as a road map for the Comm ssion and
t he Legislature in devel oping and inmplementing water
regul ations for the state.

The devel opment of a conmprehensive water
managenent plan for Louisiana will be a
mul tidisciplinary effort requiring the expertise of
prof essionals who are highly skilled in the fields of
hydr ol ogy, hydrogeol ogy, water surface hydrol ogy,
wat er resource engi neering, regional planning,
econom cs, and environnmental |aw.  Understanding the
conmpl ex nature of the planning project on the scale
proposed by the Ground Water Conmm ssion, C. H.
Fenst er maker and Associ ates has assenbl ed a team whose
menbers have accunul ated many years of expertise in
all of the above fields.

This teamis uniquely qualified to deliver the
wat er managenent plan and to deliver it on time. The
Fenstermaker teamis fully commtted to this project
and has staff available to initiate the project
i mediately and to bring it in two nonths ahead of
schedule. OQur team menmbers will work -- will all work
and reside in Louisiana. The teamwill be in place
and available to start work i mmediately upon receiving
the notice to proceed.

C. H. Fenstermaker and Associates will be the
prime contractor and the project coordinator. Wth
honme offices in Lafayette and branch offices in New

Orl eans, Houston, and Nashville, we have been serving
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Loui siana for over 50 years. As a recognized | eader
in the GS field we will apply this technology to the
project as a nmanagenment tool. Our engineering and
envi ronment al professionals have long-termrelations
with both state and federal regul atory agencies. M.
Raynond Reaux, P.E., will serve as project nmanager.

LBG Guyt on and Associ ates of Austin is one of the
ol dest groundwater consulting firms in the United
States. Wth substantial experience in regional water
pl anni ng and wat er resource econonics, they have
devel oped the sound reputation throughout the
sout hwest and the Gulf Coast for their work in the
areas of groundwater exploration, devel opnent and
management , pl anni ng, and economi cs. Bruce Darling,
Ph. D., chief hydrologist for Guyton, will handl e nost
of Guyton's involvenment in the project. He worked
very closely on regional water plans devel oped for the
state of Texas. These regional plans devel oped
policies tailored to the needs of each of the state's
16 water planning regions. Dr. Darling will relocate
his office and will be domciled in Louisiana for the
duration of the project.

Hydr o- Envi ronnment al Technol ogy. Located in
Laf ayette, Hydro-Environnental Technol ogy offers over
15 years of experience in groundwater and surface
wat er devel opment and water quality issues in
Loui siana. Their experience with assessnent of ground
and surface water supplies in Louisiana and ot her
states, along with their famliarity with the state's

maj or and m nor aquifers will be an inportant asset to




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

W RN NN RN N NN NNNR P RBP B R B B R b
O © ® ~N o O b W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

Page 1l of 74

the team the team s ability to identify and address
significant |l ocal and regional water supply issues.
M. Stewart Stover, a registered professional

geol ogi st in Al abama, Tennessee, M ssissippi, and
Florida, is a recognized expert witness in the state
of Louisiana in the field of hydrogeology. He's a
licensed water well contractor having drilled and
supervi sed over 500 wells throughout the state.

Located in Lafayette with branch offices in
Monroe and Shreveport, Onebane is one of Louisiana's
| argest full -service regional law firnms. Attorneys
with the environnental |aw group assist corporate and
i ndi vidual clients in navigating the conpl ex
envi ronmental maze of | aws, statutes, regul ations.

M. Brent Sonnier, Onebane's representative on the
team is a degreed geol ogi st and hydro and

envi ronmental engineer. Wth experience in virtually
every area of environnmental |aw, M. Sonnier wil

of fer gui dance and assist in such issues as inter-
jurisdiction of water resource conflicts, and the
devel opment of rules that will guide the conprehensive
wat er managenent pl an.

" mgoing to turn the presentation over to Dr.
Bruce Darling who will address the project scope and
t he groundwat er issues.

DR. DARLI NG

Thank you very nuch, Brad. I'd like to start
off by making a few comments here about the nature of
wat er planning or water managenment plans. First off,

in the sinplest ternms, what is a water nmanagenent




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

W RN NN RN N NN NNNR P RBP B R B B R b
O © ® ~N o O b W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

Page 12 of 74

plan? Sinply it's a framework to guide the orderly,
fair, equitable devel opnent and use of the state's
wat er resources. By its nature it's a
nmul tidisciplinary exercise that involves experts who
are skilled in the fields of hydrogeol ogy,
engi neering, planning, economcs, and law. It | ooks
at a nunber of issues, specifically issues related to
sustainability, and that is sustainability related to
both water quality and water quantity. W're also
| ooking here at issues related to critical groundwater
areas. That was a major area in the work that we did
in the state of Texas with the devel opnent of the
Texas Water Management Pl an.

The wat er planning process is a conmplex process.
It involves -- it means that the planning team and
others involved in the planning process, such as
menbers of the Conm ssion and the Task Force, nmnust
| ook at a nunber of issues, specifically the state's
-- assessnments of the state's groundwater resources
and surface water resources. Also inmportant is an
assessment of the distribution, water distribution
systenms of the state, both present and projected.

Property rights are always very inportant

conponents of any assessment -- in any attenpt to
devel op a water managenent plan. 1In the case of
Loui siana you'll find that inter-jurisdictional issues

are highly significant. The inmpact of a plan on
econom c devel opment of the state cannot be ignored.
Wat er management plans do have a direct and indirect

ef fect on econom c devel opment.
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The | egal and regulatory structure with which a
wat er managenent plan is framed cannot be ignored.
You cannot just pull a plan off the shelf from another
state and apply it to your own state. There are
specific |l egal and regul atory issues that have to be
addressed before you can actually franme a plan that's
specific to the needs of your state. Lastly and --
well, the plan nmust also | ook at past and projected
wat er demands within the state.

G ven the time frame here |'mgoing to bl ow
t hrough these next two slides. This is an exanmple of
what we're trying to do here to sort out water demand
in the state of Louisiana. These are based on data
fromthe year 1990. We are |ooking at per capita
wat er usage per parish in Louisiana in 1990. Wiy is
this significant? |If you |look at the | ower end of the
scale, it is the city, the parishes with | ower
popul ations. You'll see wi de disparities in per
capita water uses. Now, average per capita water use
in the United States is typically reported at about
160 gal |l ons per person per day. It varies fromregion
to region. But that spread down there in the | ower
end with those outliers, especially on the upper end,
suggests that there may be potential problenms with the
way that cities are reporting their per capita water
use or their total water use to the US Geol ogi cal
Survey when the survey conducts its water use surveys
on a yearly basis. So issues like this mnmust be
resolved so that you can nake reasonabl e projections

out over the period of time that can be supported by
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of water planning.
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goal s are set by the

Envi r onnment al

regul atory agency that

cl out
managenment
don't

t hi ngs, but

|'ve done in water

|'ve identified what |

The first

In the state of Florida the water

Pr ot ecti on,

within the state.

know how rmuch citizen input

t he Florida Departnment of
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pl anni ng approaches. In
pl anning, 1've
consider to be two

per spective,

i s what |

within the spectrum
call a top-

is typified by the state of
managenment
Fl ori da Department of

which is an agency, a

has consi derabl e regul atory

As a result of that the water

plans in Florida are highly regul at ed.

goes into these

Envi r onnent al

Protection takes this task very seriously. The

devel opment
wat er managenment
Fl ori da.

On the other
appr oach,

Texas.

by a regul atory agency.

-- by the 16 regional
in concert with what
Devel opnent Board,

t he goals for

interactive and strives for
problemwith the Texas plan is that

have much teeth because the Water

hand |

In this case the nmanagenent

each water

its own region.

of the plans is then handed down to the

districts within the state of

have what | call a bottom up

which is characterized by the state of

goal s are not set
They are set by a series of
wat er pl anni ng groups which work
is called the Texas Water

pl anni ng group defining
The systemis highly
voluntary conpliance. A
really it doesn't

Devel opnment Board is
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not a regulatory agency as the Florida Departnent of
Envi ronnmental Protection is.

These two as | say establish the two extremes on
t he water planning spectrum |In between are states
|'i ke Arkansas and M ssissippi, which have set up
di fferent systens to approach water managenent.
Loui si ana here nust address where it -- nust | ook
carefully at where it wants to fall within that
spectrum Does it want to be a highly regul at ed
state, a state with very little regulation as Texas
is, or does it want to find some point within that
spectrum between the two, which will allow it to have
some degree of control over water resources that is
not evident in Texas.

How are we going to approach this? WelIl, as Brad
said, we're not going to reinvent the wheel. This is
wat er planning. Water resource studies, both
groundwat er and surface water for the State of
Loui si ana have been done and they've been done very
well. Therefore it is not our objective to reproduce
t he work of the US Geol ogical Survey or universities
or other federal or state agencies have done. \What we
will do, what we will do is collect all of the data
fromthe different databases, identify and coll ect
t hose databases. We will | ook at the databases,
assess them for conpl eteness and quality to determ ne
how or where or what we need to do to find -- to fil
in data gaps and to propose additional studies that
you m ght want to | ook at down the road in order to

coll ect that data.
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We're going to |l ook also at the interaction
bet ween groundwat er and surface water issues. You
cannot | ook at groundwater apart from surface water.
They are actually part of one big whole. And so part
of what Brad will talk about when he comes back up
next is the need to address groundwater/surface water
interaction through the GS format that we're going to
propose here.

What else are we going to do? Well, where
possi bl e and where supported by the data now we're
going to identify critical groundwater areas or
potentially critical groundwater areas. That could be
based on a number of factors, such as declining water
| evel s or increasing chloride concentrations in
groundwat er, for exanple. W're going to |ay out
additionally the basis for delineating critical
groundwat er areas. And in addition to all of this
we're going to develop, as | said, this G S fornmat
that will allow us to do this quickly and efficiently.

We're going to review the water plans of other
states; Florida, M ssissippi, Arkansas, California,
wherever el se we can get our hands on to provide to
the nenmbers of the Conm ssion and the Task Force a
summary of these plans, the basis for the plans, what
t he plans hope to acconplish, and how they acconplish
them so that the menbers of the Comm ssion and the
Task Force can thensel ves have a broad perspective on
what water plans are and how they are applied in the
Uni ted St ates.

Then finally, we are going to create and maintain
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a project website to assist us in contact with the
public, to facilitate contact with the Conmm ssion, and
to help in the devel opment of our emergency and

conti ngency use plans down the I|ine.

Our schedule for this is an abbreviated schedul e.
| say an abbrevi ated schedule, we want to do this by
t he end of October of next year. Why so quickly?

It's my experience with water planning that you've got
to get on it and you have to stay on it. You have to
make sure that to those of us fromthe consulting side
are continually engaged with people in the public
sector, such as yourselves, so that we can get this
plan started, we can get it -- we can start a dial ogue
early and keep it going, and make sure that the plan
is pushed through to conclusion without |ong gaps in

t he process.

My role in this will be, | will be on the ground
from day one pushing this thing on a full-tinme basis.
This will be nmy only commtnent for the entire period
of time during which we are involved in this study.

Brad, I'"'mgoing to turn this back over to you for
di scussion of the surface water issues.

MR. HAM LTON

Thank you, Bruce. |In addition to surface water
|'malso going to touch briefly on inter-
jurisdictional relationships, graphic information
systenms, and a project website.

Loui siana surface water and environnmental health
is nmeasured by the health of our watersheds. The

State of Louisiana is comprised of 60 watersheds, and
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you can see them on the screen there, some of which
are shared with other states. EPA has assigned an
i ndex of watershed indicators to each watershed
generally rating its water quality and its suitability
to meet its designated uses. This index will be
i ncorporated into the overall study of the state's
wat er resources.

| ncreasingly, water professionals are turning to
managi ng surface water resources programs on a
wat ershed basi s because it nmakes good sense
environmental ly, financially, and socially. Managing
on a watershed basis will be an integral conponent of
Loui si ana's wat er managenent process. Because
wat ersheds are defined by natural hydrol ogy, they
represent the nost |ogical basis for managi ng surface
wat er resources. The resource becomes a focal point,
and managers are able to gain nore conplete
under st andi ng of overall conditions in an area and the
stresses that affect those conditions. By managi ng on
a wat ershed basis and by pl acing enphasi s on
interaction between consultants and menbers of the
| ocal water planning groups, the voice of al
st akehol ders are heard and the needs of one watershed
are not overshadowed by those of another. By crafting
t he wat er management plan on a watershed basis, the
state of Louisiana can focus its resources on policies
tailored to address water quality and quantity
probl ens at their source.

Wat er shed managenent can also lead to a greater

awar eness and support fromthe public. Once
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i ndi vi dual s beconme aware of and interested in our
wat er sheds, they often becone nore involved in the
deci si on- maki ng, as well as hands-on protection and
restoration efforts. Thus, through such invol venent
t he wat ershed managenment approach builds a sense of
communi ty, hel ps reduce conflicts, increases

comm tment to the actions necessary to nmeet the

envi ronmental goals, and ultimately inproves the

i kel'i hood of success for water managenment prograns.

As you can see on the watershed slide, a nunber
of Louisiana's watersheds stretch across state |ines.
I nter-jurisdictional relationships and agreenents wil
become necessary when two or nore states, governnmenta
agenci es, comm ssions, or districts overlap or coexi st
within a single, transboundary aquifer or watershed
finance. In order to effectively manage these types
of aquifers and watersheds, the governi ng bodi es nust
communi cate and cooperate with each other to obtain a
common goal within a formal |egal structure. Inter-
jurisdictional or inter-regional and interstate
conpacts may be necessary to achieve this goal. The
project teamwi || exam ne and recommend functi onal
inter-jurisdictional structures, such as conpacts and
menor andum agr eenment .

G S source slide. The project teamwi |l use G S
as a tool to help develop a conprehensive water
managenent program We will separate into data | ayers
the different information from different agencies
shown on the screen. Data |ayers m ght include mgjor

and m nor aquifers, aquifer recharge areas, surface
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wat er, watersheds, and political boundaries. Although
t hese data is available right now, a |lot of this data
is available, it's in inconpatible databases. |It's in
inconpatible formats. Different engines are used to
present this data, and our task is to see what we can
do about feasibly managi ng these and incorporating

t hese into one nodel .

The website is an effective means of making
information available to all who are involved in the
pl anni ng process, and we plan to nmaintain a website
for public information distribution for input on the
emer gency and contingency plans and for water
conservation education. And we'll have a comment page
avai l able for the input fromthe users.

Brent Sonnier now will present |egal issues
associated with the conprehensi ve managenent pl an.

MR. SONNI ER:

Thank you, Brad. There are basically six areas
of legal issues that we have identified. First, basic
| egal background. The constitutional authority is
there. The Comm ssioner of Conservation protects the
oil and gas resources. The state has, of course, the
right to protect its groundwater resources. A |ot of
the structure that is already in place at the O fice
of Conservation can be used for groundwater
management .

Ot her areas, inter-jurisdictional issues.

Because we will be trying to use the option of surface
water, we will intersect with federal jurisdiction.

There could be problems in dealing with alternative
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siting fromthat standpoint. Regulatory structure,
it's premature to tell. We'll let the plan dictate
and demand for regul ati on about how we're going to put
t oget her the structure, perhaps in DNR as far as
manpower and resources.

Specific legal issues. We identified six of
t hose including delineation of the critical
groundwat er managenent areas and how to regul ate
within those areas. Devel opnment of regulations. The
plan will dictate how the regul ati ons | ook, sound
science built into the regul ations.

Civil law perspective. W are a civil law
jurisdiction, not conmon law. We can't take a plan
off the shelf from another state without considering
this. | will enphasize the triggering of jurisdiction
is critical groundwater managenment. W don't want
over regulation. W want a structured program within
t hat context. Thank you. 1'Ill let Brad concl ude.

MR. HAM LTON

Thank you. We are -- let ne give you sone
reasons why we feel |ike you should select
Fenst ermaker as your proposal team W are a
professional, highly qualified |ocal teamwith
substanti al statew de experience. In addition, we are
st akehol ders planning for our children's and
grandchildren's future in Louisiana. All team members
will work and reside in Louisiana and will be
avail able to start work on the project immedi ately.
The water managenment plan will be built on existing

data and anal yzed on an aquifer and watershed basis.
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We'll identify inter-jurisdictional relationships and
areas where additional data needs to be coll ected.
Heavy enphasis will be placed on interaction with the
Conmi ssion, task force nenbers, government agencies,
and stakeholders. Wthin the plan the team wil|
identify legal issues and offer guidance on the
regulatory matters. The project teamw || provide
addi ti onal services beyond the scope requested in the
proposal by devel opnent of a G S systemto serve as a
managenment tool by reviewi ng water managenment plans
from other states, and by creating and maintaining a
water -- a project website.

That concl udes our technical presentation. Once
again I'd like to thank the Conmm ssion for allow ng us
to present our qualifications. The Fenstermaker team
| ooks forward to being selected to develop the
Loui si ana Conprehensive Water Managenent Pl an.
guess we're open for questions. Anyone have any
guesti ons?

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Again, I'd just like to rem nd everyone that it's
only questions fromthe selection team or selection
comm ttee.

COW SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Brad, one of the questions that | had in | ooking
over the docunments, and you have to understand that
you somewhat have to show famliarity with the systens
t hat exist today in the state to establish your
wor ki ng base, but one of the things that bothered ne,

and 1'd like y'all to respond to, is, how married are
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you to the approaches that you outlined in the
proposal with respect to, say, Texas' structure, or
who woul d do things, as opposed to -- and there was
di scussion there about regional activities, and, of
course, we're |looking for a state plan. How do you
plan to adapt and go with that?
MR. HAM LTON

Bruce, do you want to handl e that?
DR. DARLI NG

We're not married to any particul ar view here.
What we would like to do would be to get you to | ook
carefully at the need to address the water resource
i ssues on a region-by-region basis within Louisiana,
and then to conpile those into a working plan that
makes sense for Louisiana. It is, for exanple, |
think difficult to take the same water managenment
approaches to the Sparta aquifer that you would find
over the Chicot aquifer. So when you |ook at the
i ssues in northeast Louisiana, you will find that they
are sonmewhat different fromthe issues in southwest
Loui si ana.

We're not trying to push a Texas nodel or a
Fl ori da nodel. Actually, what we're trying to do here
is ook around at the different approaches to water
pl anning fromthe states that we nentioned in the
wat er plan, in the proposal, and al so other states
that we didn't mention in there to come up with
sonmet hing that is best for Louisiana. Again, as |
said, you can't just take something off the shelf from

one state and apply it here. But what we do need to




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

W RN NN RN N NN NNNR P RBP B R B B R b
O © ® ~N o O b W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

Page 24 of 74

do is look specifically at those elenents of plans in
di fferent states that m ght be applicable here to
Loui siana to give you a flexible dynam c plan that
Loui siana can live with for decades to cone.
COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Thank you.
MR. DEMAS:

We have a question. \What specific suite of GI'S
software are you going to use, and is it conpatible
with the state's?

MR. HAM LTON

W will -- we are -- we are currently avail abl e
to use it in Arclnfo, Infocad, Mcro-station, any
systemthat the state would like to see it in, we wll
present it in, we will generate it in, and nake sure
t hat when we go and | ook at the various databases
around the state we know how to convert that data into
what ever you use. | believe at one -- at the
preproposal neeting Mke Killeen nmentioned that you
guys would like ArcView and Arclinfo, and that's fine
with us, we operate on that platform also. So we
woul d do it obviously in whatever input you would |ike
to see it in.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Charlie, do you have another question?
MR. DEMAS:

Yes. How are you going to tie together the
surface water and the ground water when you're dealing
wi th watersheds that may be only -- m ght overlap two

or three aquifers or an aquifer that contains several
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wat er sheds?
MR. HAM LTON

' mgoing to start briefly answering that
guestion, and then |I'mgoing to |l et Bruce, in case |
didn't cover the inportant issues. Number one, it's
i nportant to know where you're going to have issues,
surface water and groundwat er issues, and that is only
done through identifying the critical groundwater
areas. Once those are identified we plan to use the
G S to overlay the different watersheds on top of that
to identify where we m ght potentially have a source
of surface water to augnent the ground water. Once
you overlay those you'll have a clear picture of where
you are, what you have. You can |look into that nodel
then and determ ne, well, we have sources of surface
wat er here and here, we don't have them over here.

And then after that you have to | ook at what is the
availability of that surface water. |Is this a water
body that's regul ated by the Corps of Engineers or
sonmebody that's not going to allow you to do anything?
How rmuch water use can we use of it? What is the

wat er quality, and everything el se.

So the integration will become necessary where
you have ground water, critical groundwater areas, and
we don't envision any | egislature or any regul ati on of
areas that don't have critical groundwater areas, and
then we will use the GIS to analyze it and determ ne
what we can do, what's there, what's avail able, and
what we m ght do with it.

DR. DARLI NG
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One ot her point. This also becomes very
i nportant when you're | ooking at surface water/ground
wat er interaction areas and recharge, recharge zones
wi thin your maj or aquifers. And as Brad al so points
out there may al so be sone inter-jurisdiction issues
involved in there. But in the work that |'ve been
i nvol ved in before this we've been especially
interested in the ground water/surface water
interaction in those recharge areas. And as you | ook
at the watersheds in Louisiana you can see that there
are a nunmber of smaller watersheds that do overl ap
many of the recharge areas of your mmjor aquifers.

And so that then gets back into the management issues
t hat come to fore when you' re | ooking at managi ng your
surface water sources here that are feeding the

aqui fers up in the recharge areas of your major

aqui fers and your m nor aquifers.

So part of what this will allow us to do is to
try to get a nmuch better idea to delineate nore
clearly which watersheds are involved in this, and
what are the inter-jurisdictional and other technical
i ssues that mght be limting factors in how sonmething
coul d be managed or expl oited.

MR. DEMAS:

That will include in-stream flow requirements and

t he ecol ogi cal --
DR. DARLI NG

At a m ninmum yes, yes, certainly.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Dal e?
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COW SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Brad, in your proposal, in your presentation, and
in response to Charlie you talked quite a bit about
G'S. Are you planning on producing both maps and a
dat abase that we can pull up on that situation, or how
are you planning on organizing all this massive data
col l ection?

MR. HAM LTON

That's kind of a two-part question. The answer
is yes and no. W plan to generate a GI S dat abase of
the state's resources with respect to groundwater
aqui fers, with respect to watershed areas, with
respect to jurisdictional, political, and governnment al
bodi es, and we will use that as a managenment tool, and
we will be able to turn that over to the state at the
end of the conclusion for themto manage with.

VWhat we also plan to do then is go out and canvas
NOAA and everybody el se and see what they are using
with respect to GIS and how they are creating their
dat abase. We do not plan to marry all of that data
t oget her. Number one, it defeats the purpose of
trying to collect it. As soon as you duplicate data,
t hen one of themis out of date automatically and it's
just a wasted effort. But we will identify in the
pl an what dat abases exi st out there and what fornat
they're in, and who's the point of contact and what
platformthey run on, and we will begin to create what
you need to do to -- if you had to export or inport
data between them But we're not going to make a

massi ve statew de database of every bit of information
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out there. That just wouldn't work. It would be
trying to take the Corps of Engi neers and NOAA and
NASA and everybody el se and duplicating the effort.
And as soon as you said, okay, |I've got it, they're
going to have coll ected nore data over here and you're
out of date. So you know very well that you don't
want to have two copies of any set of data if you can
help it.

Our managenment tool will be the data | ayers that
we need to manage to determne critical areas, to
determ ne interaction, inter-jurisdictional areas, but
we will not try to manage the whol e universe of data
that's avail able out there.

COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

So you're talking nore of an index?
MR. HAM LTON:

An index for the massive ampunt of data out
there, but a G S database with aquifers and recharge
areas and wat ersheds and political boundaries on it.
That will be a live operating unit.

COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

So you could turn off various aspects of the
cover age?
MR. HAM LTON

Yes. That's what we're going to use to help
identify and manage the things. But it won't have
detailed informati on about water quality, salinity,
and those kinds of things.

COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

| understand. The contract really doesn't have
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enough hours or dollars to even attenpt to do that.
Thank you.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Bo?
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

The proposal and your presentation referred to
the states of Florida, Texas, and Arkansas. My
guestion is, did your conmpany or anyone involved, or
any of your professionals were actually involved in
desi gning that systen? And | have a foll owup
guestion after that.
DR. DARLI NG

LBG Guyt on was very deeply involved in the
devel opment of the Texas water plan. There were 16
regions in the state of Texas. M office was the
prime contractor for two of those regions, and we were
a subcontractor in six other regions, regions
stretching from east Texas to west Texas. So we were
very much involved in the devel opment of the Texas
wat er pl an.

We were not involved in the devel opnent of the
Fl ori da water plan. The Florida water plan was
devel oped by the groundwater districts set up in
Fl ori da, and the plans were designed to neet the
pl anni ng obj ectives as stated by the Florida
Depart nent of Environnental Protection.

We were not involved with the devel opment of the
Arkansas plan, but our Tanpa office was involved with
t he developnment in a limted way with the plan in

M ssissippi. W didn't nmention the M ssissippi plan,
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but the M ssissippi plan is a sonmewhat weaker plan
t han even the Arkansas. So we've had substantia
experience with the devel opment of the Texas plan, and
additionally, in addition in our office in Austin
there are five of us who have been involved in water
pl anning to one degree or another during the
accumul ated -- the accunul ation of nearly 70 years of
experience devel oping water plans for different
regions in Texas, and we're certainly | ooking forward
to the opportunity to try to do what we can here to
hel p you devel op a water plan in Louisiana.
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

The di scussion of the Texas plan was i npressive.
You stated, or whoever wrote the proposal stated that
t he nmost appropriate elements fromthese plans could
be incorporated into Louisiana's conprehensive water
management plan. M question is, what el ements of
t hese plans do you foresee being unique to the state
of Louisiana's needs?
DR. DARLI NG

Well, | think that what you m ght find very
hel pful in Louisiana is the interplay, and this is
what | |liked a | ot about the Texas process, not
necessarily the final plan because we | acked the
regulatory structure to make this thing -- to push
this thing through the way | think it ought to be.
But we found that the interaction between the
consultants and the nmenbers of the water planning
group hel ped frame many of the issues clearly up

front, and also helped to resolve many contentious
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i ssues between warring factions on the sane water
pl anni ng group.

It's very inportant at a time like this to get
people to talk to each other, and one of the npst
i nportant things that the consultant can do here, the
wat er planner can do, is to sit down with people and
explain things, conplicated technical issues in very
clear ternms, and to |look at the inplications of these
i ssues, and of the inplications of failure to cone to
sonme consensus about how to handl e these issues so
t hat you can get people to sign off, you'll have some
degree of consensus.

So | think the npst inportant thing here to cone
fromthe Texas plan is fromthe process, the planning
process itself, and that is the give and take between
t he consultants and between the menbers of the
Comm ssion, the nembers of the Task Force, and also to
get the menmbers of the Task Force and the Comm ssion
to talk with each other because you'll find that you
have peopl e here who have conpeting interests. And
often -- 1've found, |'ve found that over a period of
time as people talked with each, oftentimes they found
out there was common ground, whereas at the beginning
there was a reluctance to admt that both sides did
have a legitimate claimin an issue. Over a period of
time as these technical issues becanme clearer to them
as we | ooked at the policy inplications, the econom c
inmplications of this, there was a willingness to work
together, and | think that that's really what we need

to strive for here out of the Texas pl an.
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COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Jim you had a question?
MR. MARCHAND:

A few quick questions. Where were the two
regi ons that your conmpany handled in Texas, west Texas
and - -
DR. DARLI NG

The two that we primed were out of far west
Texas, which was the nmost contentious region we had to
deal with in the entire state of Texas, and then we
dealt with what was called a plateau region. Then we
were al so very deeply involved as the groundwater
consultant for the southern Ogallala aquifer, which as
you know is a major, major aquifer in Texas. And we
were also involved in all the major aquifers along the
Texas-Loui si ana border. So we were | ooking at
groundwat er issues in far west Texas and far east
Texas. Those that we prined were in far west Texas.
We were very deeply involved in many of the others,
however. So even though we were sub in the others, we
were sub to the extent that we're subbing here to
Fenst er maker .
MR. MARCHAND:

And this is somewhat what Bo was asking, | think.
You tal k about weaker plans and stronger plans. What
are the factors that delineate the two type of plans?
You tal k about Texas bei ng weaker and --
DR. DARLI NG

The issue is -- the point at issue here is the

fact that the state of Florida has assigned the
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responsibility to develop this to a regul atory agency
whi ch has the clout to say, thou shalt do this. And
if you don't do it, these are the penalties involved
in that. On the weak side you have the state of Texas
whi ch has a | ong history of not wanting to regul ate
t he use of ground water. Texas and Loui si ana have
both foll owed what we would call the rule of capture
doctrine. So those -- that's ingrained very deeply in
the culture and in the political culture of Texas,
just as it's ingrained over here in Louisiana as well.
Now, the responsibility for overseeing the
devel opment of the water plan in Texas was not handed
to a regul atory agency, such as the Texas Natura
Resource Conservation Comm ssion. |t was given
instead to an agency that has historically been
charged with the responsibility of studying the
groundwat er resources in the state of Texas. So it
cannot say, the TWDB cannot say as FDEP does or can,
thou shalt do this. What it does have in Texas is

significant econom c clout because the Texas Water

Devel opnent Board funds mllions and mllions and
mllions of dollars a year in water devel opnment
projects. And part of the hamrer of Senate Bill 1,

which is the legislation in Texas, stated specifically
t hat communities or regions that chose not to
participate in the water planning process, or that did
but failed to identify strategies to nmeet projected
shortages and needs down the road would not then be
able to conme back to the Texas Water Devel opnment Board

and ask for funding for those projects.
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COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. | guess we'll ask you to pick up your
mat erials. Go ahead and pick up your materials and
we'l |l get the next group in.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

VWhil e we have a pause, |'d like to recognize two
of our legislatures that | see in the audience,
Representative N.J. D Am co, who was very instrunenta
in getting the legislation that created our
Comm ssi on, Task Force, and a nunber of other things
passed. And | see we have a new nmenmber of the
| egi sl ature, M. Gary Beard, here. So welcome. W
| ook forward to your helping us with this issue.
Woul d you like to say anything since we have a little
pause?

(No response.)

COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

You're going to turn down the chance to say
somet hi ng?
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| was going to say, this is very strange.

(A BRI EF RECESS WAS TAKEN AT THI S TI ME.)
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Let's get started.

MR. PRI CE:

Good afternoon. M nane is David Price. |I'm
CH2M Hi I | ' s manager for Loui siana operations out of
New Orleans. First of all I'd like to thank you for

t he opportunity to present here today. We're very

excited about this opportunity, and we hope we can
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share some information with y'all today and nove this
program forward.

When we started | ooking at this project earlier
this year, one of the first things we recogni zed was a
need for a solid team a teamthat could bring both
| ocal and national expertise to this problem W
beli eve that we have found that team and we're going
to present that teamto you today.

What we have done is devel oped a teamw th CH2M
Hll. CH2ZMHill is an international firm really with
roots in western United States. We have been in
Loui si ana for about ten years now, but we've got
significant resources in water resources and water
resources planning. And we have brought that team
t ogether along with G K Associ ates, an environnment al
firmhere from Baton Rouge, and also a legal firmfrom
out west called Hatch and Parent. | would like to
i ntroduce the people here today representing our team

First of all, from CH2ZM Hill we have Bryan
McDonal d, who is a senior groundwater hydrol ogi st;

Jeff Lehnen, a senior water resources hydrol ogist; and
Brad I nman who is a senior water resource's
hydr ol ogi st and al so our proposed project nanager.
From G K Associ ates we have Dan Strecker, Dan is
President of C-K; as well as Lee Day, senior
geol ogi st.

As | said, we're very excited about this project.
We know that there are a | ot of challenges to it. W
have seen them fromthe first day we saw the proposed

scope of work, and then the request for proposal. But
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we believe our teamis up to this challenge. W are

very excited, and we | ook forward to working with you
if selected. You can be assured that CH2ZM Hi I, GCK,
and Hatch and Parent are commtted to providing all

t he resources necessary to nmake this a successful

proj ect.

| would like to move into our presentation with
Brad | nman, our proposed project manager. Thank you.
MR. | NMAN:

Thank you, David. Again, my nanme is Brad | nman.
| work out of our New Orleans office, and | currently
reside in the New Orl eans area. | think as we | ooked
at this project, and being a project manager | would
like to highlight a few of the activities that 1've
had during my career that | think would become
important to this project. As | |ook back and | ook at
my tinme as a vocational agriculture teacher in St.
Mary Parish, Louisiana, | think that the experiences
|"ve had working with farmers, sone of the key
st akehol ders, realizing the inportance that water has
and the inmpact that it can nmake on these farnmers,
their livelihood, the economcs is very inmportant. |
| ook at technical background, and the background t hat
| have working on western projects, water resources
projects in the arid west. |'ve worked on irrigation
devel opment projects in the Sahara Desert in southern
Egypt, and where you truly get an appreciation for the
val ue of water and water resources is when you truly
have no water.

Finally, a big part of this project is |ooking at
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policy, the devel opment of policy, and |I believe that
t he experience |'ve had working as a congressiona
science fellow in Washington D.C. for a United States
senator, and followi ng up that year as a | obbyist for
our firmin trying to help pass the reauthorization
for the Safe Drinking Water Act, which did pass, is
very inportant, and it provides nme with a |ot of

rel evant background that's going to be very good for
our team nmenbers as we nove ahead and | ook towards a
commonsense, realistic approach to devel oping a

conmpr ehensi ve water managenent plan here in the state
of Loui si ana.

As we | ook at our project approach we realized
several things from day one, that water resources
managenent i s certainly one of the nmost critical
i ssues facing the state of Louisiana, that these
resources nmust be safeguarded based on sound science,
that all of the stakeholders that we have in the state
nmust be represented, and certainly timng is crucial.
The fact that we have a very short time frame is
somet hi ng that we have | ooked at from day one, and we
have tried to devel op our team around the fact that
we're going to have to act quickly and efficiently to
make this project a success. The CHZM Hi Il team
approach is going to conbine the |ocal know edge that
we have here in Louisiana also with nationa
expertise.

As we | ook ahead on a project approach on Part 1,
key conmponents of Part 1 certainly is the devel opnent

of a conprehensive conpilation and eval uati on of al
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the water resources in the state of Louisiana.
Additionally, Part 1 needs to focus on a thorough
assessnment of aquifer's sustainability, particularly
the critical aquifers in the state, and also needs to
fully devel op and | ook at the framework of devel oping

a critical groundwater area, and devel opi ng that

framework for the concept. Also it needs to | ook at
an assessnment of water use opportunities. | think as
an exanple of some of the opportunities that |1've had

t he chance to work on, for instance, at Walt Di sney
World in Olando, Florida, where even though they were
known for trying to do the right thing, specifically

t hey were pushed with incentives to get off of ground
water and to use other water resources to help
irrigate their golf courses, |andscape, and ot her

wat er uses. So there are trenmendous opportunities out
t here that we are experienced in and that we can bring
to bare as this project is devel oped.

Successful inmplementation is going to require
many things. For Part 1 we're going to have to
maxi m ze our |ocal resources, our know edge, our
relationships to ensure that the eval uati on of
Loui si ana water resources is perforned effectively and
efficiently, again, going back to timng being a
critical issue. W have to apply the experience that
we have gai ned from devel oping alternative water use
options around the nation and globally. One thing
when you hire the CHZM Hi Il team you are hiring
expertise fromaround the worl d.

Al so the use of our firm s experience
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professionally and expertise will ensure that the Part
1 results will withstand public scrutiny. [It's vital
t hat the data gathering process is based on
appropriate standards, and with that that it nust be
able to develop, to be able to handle public scrutiny
as it goes on and noves ahead towards the devel opnent
of | aw.

Successful project inmplementation of Part 2 again
will require several different tasks. W're going to
have to maxim ze the use of our team s water
resources, our experience with other regul atory
agencies. The fact that we have worked in states al
around the southeast and nationwi de has allowed us to
devel op rel ationships working with different types of
regul atory agencies while representing different
muni ci palities, utilities, and other groups. It's
going to have to have close coordination with al
st akehol der groups for this to be a success. It's
going to have to be a well-nmnaged multidisciplinary
t eam approach

Havi ng worked with CH2ZM Hi Il we have nmanagenent
type of opportunities where we work specifically with
mul ti-discipline groups in this project. W propose
to use engi neers, scientists, econom sts,
hydr ogeol ogi sts, geol ogists, all those nulti-

di sciplines are going to be com ng together, and we
have the tools to be able to manage and to use those
in an effective package.

Additionally, there m ght be the need for

technical input after the conmprehensive plan is
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devel oped, and as it noves ahead into |egislation

t here m ght be questions where we m ght be asked and
woul d gl adly give advice and technical input on a

| egi sl ative package devel opnent.

As we | ook at the team and the team organi zati on,
a project manager or a coach is only as good as the
team t hat they have available to work with them As
you | ook at the team and the team that we have on
t hese work charts, the people that we have presenting
here today, Bryan, Jeff, also Lee with C-K, all of
t hese people are going to be working on the project as
vital team nmenbers. As you |look on this organization
chart and the Part 2 chart, we have over 300 years of
wat er resources experience with these individuals
based on projects around the country and across the
wor | d.

As you | ook at the structure, nyself as |listed as
project manager, | will be the point of contact. When
you have questions or have issues, you can contact ne,
and I will be able to effectively nmove the project
ahead, answer your questions, and be able to get with
our team menmbers so we nove the project efficiently
down the path to success. Also on the right, |
realize this chart is a little bit hard to see, but we
have senior consultants and experts, such as Terry
Foreman, who is our firmw de technical expert in
ground water. He's available that | can talk with as
needed on different issues. And Eric Rothstein, an
econom st who has spent his career working on

projects, devel oping public and private partnerships,
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| ooki ng at projects where ground water and surface
water are traded. He brings a vast experience that is
rel evant to the southeast, and, again, he's avail able
for use as a senior technical consultant.

VWhen we | ook at the critical issues in
i mpl ementing and comng up with this project,
certainly timng, in our mnd, is number one. Act
446, as you well know, requires a conprehensive water
managenent plan to be presented by the 2003
Legislative Session. Wth that tinme franme involved we
only have about 12 to 14 nonths to make this a
reality. We have developed a teamwith expertise with
a background that allows the efficient inplenentation
of our approach, and it can nove us ahead to neet

t hese pretty strict time requirenents.

Al so, solutions to resource issues will require
significant stakeholder input. |It's going to require
t heir endorsenent and commitnment. Finally, to coin a

termthat's used by sone of our other coastal wetl and
restoration friends, there is no tine to | ose when

| ooking at this project. W're going to have to nove
ahead quickly to make it a reality.

When | ooking at critical groundwater areas and
the prediction of them there are several issues that
are very inportant. One, we have to sustain the
availability of water for all users, current and
future. Any decisions made nust be based on sound
science and be credible. W have to base them on
proven managenment practices. W have to be able to

provi de a bal ance between econom c inmpact on those
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st akehol ders, and also the protection of the resource
for the future. That's why we have included
econom sts on our teamto be able to |l ook at the
econom c inpacts, and to be able to determne if
something is economcally feasible versus the cost of
the protection. Finally, it certainly must be legally
defensible. Any plan that noves ahead will Iikely be
chal | enged, and something has to be in place that is
|l egally defensible. I1t's inportant that we nust
stri ke a bal ance between conservation and managi ng
econom ¢ growth. Any successful plan will have to
stri ke that bal ance.

Now, | briefly went over some of the critical
i ssues and some of the things that are needed for
successful inplenmentation, but now we want to go
briefly into the specific solutions for Part 1 and
Part 2. First up, Bryan MDonal d, a senior
groundwat er hydrol ogi st that |I've had the pleasure to
work with for about 10 years, originally canme from
USGS, so he has a good experience working with sone of
t hese key agencies that we discussed. Bryan?
MR. MCDONALD:

Thank you, Brad, and thanks for the opportunity
to be here today. As Brad nentioned | want to talk a
little bit about Part 2, Part 1, and what our approach
is, and what we feel |i ke are some of the key issues
associated with that.

One of the first things is, we want to cl osely
coordinate Parts 1 and 2. W realize that we'll be

working on Part 1 initially, but feel that it's
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i mportant to involve the key nmembers in Part 2 and
involve themin the Part 1 process, so we mnimze the
i npact of the schedul e between those two, and al so can
get started on Part 2 as soon as possible. One of the
first things we want to do when we start Part 1 is to
review the schedul e options and the opportunities. W
think there's a real potential to revise the Plan 1
scope and reduce the schedule to allow an early start
to Part 2. It's a pretty tight schedule, we
understand that, but we also think one of the first
things we'd like to do is take a real hard |ook at it
and see what we can do to get started on Part 2 as
soon as possi bl e.

One of the other solutions for a successful
project we feel is we want to inplenment a team
approach with the supporting agencies. USGS, LGS, DNR
are inportant agencies that we're going to need to
rely on for data fromthem C-K and CH2ZM Hill have a
good working relationship with these agenci es and have
t hrough the years. That also includes Capital Region
and Sparta, some of the |local groups that also wll
play an inportant role. W have a good relationship
with them and we feel |ike we can be successful in
acquiring data fromthem

Anot her key solution is a rapid identification of
data gaps to allow for the alternative approaches
where applicable. CH2ZM Hi Il has a | ot of experience
in the southeastern United States and nationw de, and
we feel like that's inportant to be able to identify

t hose data gaps as early as possible and, again, to
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help with the schedule. For exanple, one of the first
things we'd like to |l ook at is water budgets.
Obviously, if you're |looking at sustainability for
aqui fers you need to know how nuch water is being

di scharged and how much is being recharged and to get
a good handl e on that, and to understand the water
budgets is one of the first key issues.

One of the other solutions and issues we want to
| ook at is use and know edge of the state groundwat er
condi tion and our experience in other states to define
the critical groundwater area criteria. What we're
trying to say there is, define the criteria that
defines what a critical groundwater area is. Areas
t hat are being over punped or other groundwater
conditions, you have to apply certain criteria to be
able to understand, is it really a critical area or
not. We've been through the process before, and we've
used those criteria before, and we feel |ike that
woul d hel p and have sonme application here in
Loui si ana.

So as kind of a summary of Part 1, our approach
is to enphasi ze solution-oriented actions that address
the critical issues of Part 1.

We have Jeff Lehnen with us here today that woul d
like to talk to you a little bit about Part 2. He's a
seni or water resources hydrol ogist for us, and he's
going to talk about Part 2 for a little bit. Thank
you.

MR. LEHNEN:

Thank you, Bryan. In Part 2 I'll give you sone
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i deas that we have to | ook at alternatives that you
may want to consider to replace groundwater resources,
demands on groundwater resources. And probably the
key thing we can bring to you is our experience with
other states. We can bring the solutions that other
states have devel oped over the years, so that we bring
t he best of the best for your consideration. So we're
not starting fromground zero with the ideas and

| egislation. That will allow you to develop plans to
all ow effective managenment of surface and groundwat er
resources just as we have successfully hel ped the
state of Florida.

We believe the |legal issues are going to be very
important and will require full devel opment throughout
t he project, and that's why our teamincl udes
experienced water | aw attorney to apply that expertise
to the devel opment of the policy. W believe it is
critical for early stakehol der input into the process,
so as Bryan said, we would want to consider |ooking at
starting some of the Part 2 project activities early
on.

We cone to the table to facilitate the
i ncorporation of the stakehol der expectations right at
t he beginning with our expertise in public
i nvol vement, as well as decision science technol ogy.
We're prepared to follow through to the end point,
what ever that is, to transformthe plan into
| egislation with our team We can draw from expertise
from around our firmto take you to the end point.

And we can bring the evaluation of alternative
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t echnol ogi es where you really have to cone up with
solutions to replace groundwater needs. Some of those
i deas include surface water management strategies,
surface water use instead of ground water, storm water
managenent strategies, reclaimwater reuse, aquifer
storage and recovery, and conservation. W can | ook
at all those alternatives to |ook at ways to reduce
demands.

In short we believe we can successfully deliver
Part 2 by integrating policy considerations, technical
expertise, and stakehol der needs into a conprehensive
wat er managenent plan for the state. Thank you.
Brad?
MR. | NMAN:

Just in brief we'd like to summarize. W've had
to cover many points in a quick manner, but | think

nunber one, we understand the inportance and the

urgency of this project. Tinme is of an issue, and we
have a schedule set up to address that. Qur technical
approach will address the needs, the critical water

needs for the state of Louisiana, and al so that our
| ocal experience and nationwi de expertise will bring
to bare the devel opment of a successful conprehensive
wat er managenent plan for the state of Louisiana.

l'd like to thank you for your attention. |
t hi nk we have sonme tinme for questions.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Do any of our selection conmmttee nenbers have
guestions? Dale?

COMM SSI ONER Gl VENS:
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| ' m going to ask you one of the same questions we
asked the first group that was in here. Wth respect
to data gathering, which is a significant part of Task
1, how do you propose to organize that data and
present it to the Conm ssion?

MR. | NMAN:

I n our technical approach we discussed the fact
that we're going to develop a series of technica
menor andums. The first one will be addressing the
first one on devel oping data needs. The next two
bull eted items under Part 1 will be in a technical
menorandum  Those will be submtted to the
Conmi ssion. And then the last two, again, a technical
menmorandum to the Conmi ssion trying to neet tine
frames. We would like to get their responses back and
be able to use that information to put it into a final
document for your perusal and review.

COW SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Well, if you would, how about define or give ne
an exanple of a technical nmenorandum Are we talKking
about something a couple of three pages, or are we
tal ki ng about vol umes?

MR. | NMAN:

| don't know if we exactly know how much data is
out there in Louisiana, but we've said that we're
going to provide a conprehensive conpilation. So |
suspect that it's got to be a fairly sizable docunent
consi dering the anount of data that's out there. |
don't know if Bryan or Jeff, you m ght have sone

addi ti onal i deas.
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MR. MCDONALD:

| "' m not sure about nunmber of pages, but | would
say that initially when we're |ooking at eval uating
t he water resources and the groundwater resources in
the state that we would certainly need to address the
data that we've gathered fromthe different agencies
and have that included in the tech meno. And
typically we may have executive sunmary, a synopsis of
t he data, and then have what data we've collected as
an appendices to those tech menos. The idea is to get
information to you as soon as possible, not wait until
the very end of Part 1 and present one report. It's
to have a summary of the first task in Part 1 in a
tech nmenmo, and then the next two tasks would be in
anot her tech meno, and then the final two tasks woul d
be in a third tech meno.

COW SSI ONER Gl VENS:

" mreally concerned that you're dwelling a | ot
about wanting to jump to Task 2, and the only thing
t hat we have dollars for in this proposal contract for
is Task 1. So I'm concerned about the quality and
what we're going to get for Task 1.

MR. MCDONALD:

Yes, | realize we tal ked about Part 2 quite a
bit. W really didn't mean to infer that we were
going to nmove ahead before, obviously, it was
approved. W have a plan for Part 1, and we woul d
want to address those issues and will address those
issues in Part 1. You may be able to add a little

more to that.
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MR. | NMAN:

| think one of our bullets said that the data
t hat we gather has to be able to withstand public
scrutiny in Part 1, and certainly it's up in the air
whet her Part 2 will ever happen or not, but the RFP
asked us to address the ideas that we had in
devel opnent of the policy, and that's the approach
t hat we took.
MR. STRECKER

David Strecker. [1'd like to add to that. W
have extensive data managenent capabilities at C-K,
including G S capabilities. W're going to |look to
that to see if there is a reasonable application based
on the data. We first want to see the extent of the
conpilation or summarization to see if that is a
legitimate tool. But we certainly have those
capabilities.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Bo?
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

I n your presentation you referred to criterias
t hat you plan to use in defining the critical
groundwat er areas. M question is, what are those
criterias? Can you get us some exanpl es?
MR. | NMAN:

Jeff could better be able to answer that
guesti on.
MR. LEHNEN

Yes, the criteria, you have to have sonme

defensible criteria when you establish a critical
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area. There has to be sonme technical basis for
establishing that area. And in other cases we've

| ooked at m nimum flows and I evels, mninmmflows and
l evels in surface water bodies, |akes, streans,
rivers, as well as mninmum |l evels in groundwater
systens. And those are typically based on extensive
nmodel i ng, surface water/ground water nodeling, sone
sort of technical basis to establish what is the

m ni mum | evel that that resource can tolerate before
some established damage or detrinental inpact occurs;
ei ther inpact on other users, inmpact on ecol ogical
systemnms, inpact on downstream users of the sane
surface water. And so really when you go into this
with a criteria, you have to have sonething that you
can point to to support the justification that that's
a critical area. And typically those are the
nunerical nmodeling tools that are used, dependi ng on
t he media, surface water/ground water, as well as,
obvi ously, stakeholder input and really the condition
of the resource today.

If there's an area that's severely inpacted
today, it may be already critical, and it may be bel ow
critical levels, and you may have to try to | ook at
backing it up, backing up in time and reducing the
stresses on that aquifer so that those groundwater
| evel s can recover. That may be one of the
alternatives you have to | ook at.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
Dal e, do you have another question?

COWM SSI ONER Gl VENS:
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Since you've tal ked so much about phase 2, how
about tell us a little bit about what approaches you
see since URS you said has been in the state for 10
years, and C-K originated here. Tell us a little bit
about what you see as opposed to other states as to
how t hat woul d apply here, and what recomended
approach you would see initially, so you' d have to
have sone direction in which way you want to head |
t hi nk.

MR. LEHNEN:

| think in other states they've obviously faced
t hese sanme issues, and sone are facing them now, sonme
are facing themin the past. | think the key things
you have to evaluate are what's inmportant to you.
You' ve got econom ¢ factors. You' ve got commerci al
factors. You' ve got growth factors. You' ve got a |ot
of impacts in the state that influence the use of the
resources. And so it really is a stakehol der-driven
process to decide what is inportant to you and the
st akehol ders. Do you want to sacrifice a water body?
That's your choice. Maybe that's in the economc
interest of the state. You can make those deci sions.
You m ght find some resistance to it, but you can make
t hose decisions. | think that's a statew de bal anci ng
act that is very nuch stakehol der driven.

| can't tell you exactly what | would suggest for
the state. | can tell you what has happened in some
ot her states if you'd like.

COW SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Well, | think that you touched on some of what |
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was particularly interested in hearing you talk about
fromthe stakehol der involvement. There are two
approaches on opposite ends. |f you want one being
the |l ocal |evel stakehol der type of situation and
aggregating to sone higher level, and the other being
a statew de approach-driven top-down if you want.
MR. LEHNEN

In my experience you should have policy that's
consi stent statewide. It makes it nore defensible.
It makes it nore predictable for the users of the
resource, and having separate rules and regul ati ons
for regional areas can cause a |ot of problens. And
so if | was designing it froma clean piece of paper,
| would design a statewi de policy that would then be
pronul gated down to the local |evel, and maybe there's
alittle twist in this area and sonething different in
t hat area, but you still have a basic policy that
everything rolls up to. If you develop policy at the
| ocal level, as soon as you cross those jurisdictiona
lines the policy changes. That's very difficult for
t he users of the resource. |It's very difficult to
manage those cross-jurisdictional issues. | think
it'"s really better to start fromthe top down and
devel op in that manner.
COVM SSI ONER Gl VENS:

Thank you.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Charlie?
MR. DEMAS:

How do you plan to evaluate the interactions
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bet ween surface and ground water? | nean, that's one
of the charges of nunmber one.
MR. | NMAN:

Again, | think Jeff has been working on this
exact problemin Florida in some of his recent
projects, but certainly that's one of the issues that
we'll have to address, but | think Jeff is experienced
with some of the water managenent districts in the
state of Florida pertaining exactly to these issues.
MR. LEHNEN:

Yes. As you know, the interaction between ground
wat er and surface water is very conplex. The USGS has
been working very hard on that for the |l ast ten years.
We're involved in several projects in the state of
Florida in particular where we're trying to nerge
nuneri cal nmodels, the output of a groundwater nodel
with the output or input of a surface water nodel. |
believe the GS is doing the same kind of work. So
we're trying to keep up with that technol ogy and
utilize the tools that are out there, but the tools
just aren't really comercially available. So it is
somewhat a research |level that we are running into
when we are | ooking at nodeling surface groundwater
i nteractions, especially over big regional areas.

Real | y, the best approach for something |ike that
is alnbst a site-specific case-by-case basis where you
can get enough of the data that you can pin down the
interaction between the surface water/groundwater
systenms and know, have some confidence that you're

simul ating what's really happening in that area. Once
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you scale it up to a broad regional area, | believe
t he useful ness of it gets kind of tricky.
MR. DEMAS:

Do you plan to run nodels as part of Part 1?
MR. LEHNEN:

No, no. There's not enough tinme to acconplish
t hose kinds of things. What we will do is try to
identify the needs, and maybe areas where devel opi ng
some regional nodels in the groundwater systemin
particul ar m ght have some benefit.

MR. DEMAS:

One of the unique things down here is that if we
do take out of surface water, especially in the
coastal areas, we have strong concerns on the inpacts
on our coastal erosion and CCWPRA plan. So have you
guys given any thought to the interaction on that?

MR. | NMAN:

We realize that those are some very inmportant
issues with the wetlands. Some of the work we've done
in other states certainly combine the inmpact of a
wet | and versus a drawdown in the groundwater systens,
but we're | ooking at other alternatives where water of
| ower quality surface water m ght be used to restore,
hel p restore coastal wetlands. And so when we | ook at
the alternatives avail able and | ook at different reuse
areas, particularly for reuse water, that would be one
of our key elenments in coastal Louisiana would be
| ooking at the wetl ands restoration.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Bo?
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COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI
| found the aquifer storage and recovery ASR
t echnol ogy, which according to the proposal it was
devel oped and successfully inplemented by CH2M Hi | | ;
is that correct?
MR. LEHNEN
Yes, sir.
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI
| find it unique and prom sing. Could you
el aborate on that technol ogy? And what's the
di fference between that technol ogy and artificial
rechar ge?
MR. MCDONALD:
| can tell you a little bit about ASR, aquifer

storage recovery. And what the technology is is it's
a way to store large volumes of water under ground in
a freshwater aquifer or brackish aquifers. And what
you typically -- the typical application is to take
fresh water when it's avail able during periods of |ow
demand, say in the winter nonths, and have it and
recharge it under ground through a well and store it
under ground, and then during the sunmer nonths when
demands are high and you need that water, you recover
it through the sanme well, disinfect it, and place it
in the distribution system And you're able to store,
as opposed to elevated tanks, you know, five or ten
mllion gallons, it's 100 mllion gallons up to nmaybe
500 million gallons to be able to store that under

ground and recover it when you need it.

So that's kind of the technology for ASR. It's a
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way of storing water under ground and storing |arge
vol umes of water under ground. There are
approximately 30 -- about 30 or 35 operating systens
in the country at this time that are fully operating.
There are probably another 50 that are in devel opnent.
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

Are they nostly in the west, western states?
MR. MCDONALD:

There are some in California. Actually, it
started in Florida. It was nostly devel oped in
Fl ori da. Most of the systens are in Florida.
California is probably second. Up and down the east
coast, Texas, |lowa, Washington State, they are pretty
spread around.

COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

Have y'all considered proposing, let's say ponds,
dig up ponds and fill them up during the flooding
area, and then using it where you need it?

MR. MCDONALD:

Yes, we've worked on surface type recharge
projects also. Typically it would take a | arge vol unme
of land, obviously. |In areas where land is expensive
it's not necessarily sonething that we woul d apply,
but we've done those kind of projects and they are
applicable in certain areas, and that is something
t hat we have done and can certainly | ook at.

And you did have the question about the
di fference between ASR and recharge. Strictly
recharge is just putting the water under ground and

| eaving it there where maybe you woul d have sal twater
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encroachment issues or something along those |ines;
whereas, in ASR you recover the water, and recharge
you | eave it under ground.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Bob, could you just please |et
everyone know what the procedure will be from here?
MR. HARPER

The procedure from here is the sel ection
commttee will meet. They will agree upon a selection
to recommend to the Secretary. It will provide
written comments and justification for the selection
of the firmto the Secretary, and the Secretary will
approve the selection and will enter into contract
negoti ati ons.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Thank you all. Once again, thanks to
the selection team nenmbers for their work, and also to
t he Comm ssion and Advi sory Task Force nenbers who
initially hel ped devel op the scope.

The next thing that's on the agenda is the
presentation of the Draft of the Amended Emergency
Rule for Critical Ground Water Area Designation
Procedure and Process. And as | nentioned earlier,
the first emergency rule dealt primarily with the
application procedure. This had sonme m nor revisions
to that emergency rule, and also sets forth a hearing
procedure for the entire process. And I'mgoing to
ask Ant hony Dupl echin to review the emergency rule.
And I'Il just rem nd you that we're not asking for

action today. Tony?
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MR. DUPLECHI N

How nuch detail did you want ne to go into it?
Go over what has been changed?
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Yes, let's just hit on what's been changed.
COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

Actual ly, the main changes that have sonme
substantive effect.
MR. DUPLECHI N

Ri ght. We changed the or proposed to change the
definition of groundwater emergency taking into
consi derati on numerous coments that were made two
nmont hs ago at the meeting in August. And we have
changed the definition to read, "Ground water
emergency shall mean an unantici pated occurrence as a
result of a natural force or a manmade act which
causes either the depletion of a groundwater source or
a lack of access to a groundwater source, or the
i kel i hood of excessive punping froma groundwat er
source. "

The second portion that we made changes to were
in application. Major change there was to add a
section, Application by Comm ssion. |t states "The
Comm ssion may initiate a hearing to consider action
with respect to a specific groundwater area. The
Conmmi ssion shall notify the public pursuant to 3303
and 3501(A) prior to issuing an order. The
informati on presented by the Conmm ssion at the hearing
shall include, but not be limted to, the information

pursuant to 3305(A) and 3307."
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Al so added Ground Water Energency.
"Notwi t hst andi ng the provisions of paragraphs A and B
hereof, the Comm ssion may initiate action in response
to an application of an interested party, or upon its
own nmotion in response to a groundwater emergency.
Subsequent to adoption of a proposed energency order
t hat shall include designation of a critical
groundwat er area and/ or adoption of an emergency
managenent plan for an affected aquifer, the
Conmi ssion will pronptly schedule a public hearing
pursuant to 3501(B)."

Under Criteria for a Critical Ground Water
Desi gnati on, we changed the wording of Section B to
read, "Applicant shall also submt recommendations
regarding the critical groundwater area, including,
but not limted to the followi ng: the designation of
the critical groundwater area boundaries, and the
reconmended managenent controls of the critical
groundwat er area that may include but not be limted
to: A restrictions on the amount of w thdrawals by
each user in the area, and/or B. requiring new permts
for the drilling of new water wells including but not
l[imted to, i. spacing restrictions, and/or ii. depth
restrictions.”

Under recordkeepi ng we added that the public
docunments relating to hearings or decisions by the
Conmmi ssion woul d be kept by the Office of
Conservati on.

Under Hearing, Notice of Hearing we made a slight

change to have the section say, "Upon determ nation
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t hat an application is conplete, the Comm ssion shal
schedul e one initial public hearing at a |location to
be determ ned by the Comm ssion in the locality of the
area affected by the application. Such notice shal

be published in the official state journal and the

of ficial parish journal of each parish affected by the
application at |east 30 cal endar days before the date
of such hearing."”

Part B was changed to say, "The Conmi ssion wil
notify the public of any hearing initiated by the
Commi ssion either as a result of an action pursuant to
3305(C) or 3505(B) a m nimum of 15 days prior to the
hearing. Hearings initiated by the Comm ssion will be
held in each parish affected by the Conmmi ssion's
action under 3305(C) or 3505(B). Notice of the
hearing shall contain the date, time, and | ocation of
t he hearing, and the | ocation of materials avail able
for public inspection. Such notice shall be published
in the official state journal and the official parish
journal of each parish affected by the Conm ssion's
petition."

Under 3505, Decision, a few changes were made and
additions were made to state that -- |I'Ill just read
t he whole thing. "After hearings held pursuant to
3501(A) or 3305(C), the Comm ssion shall issue a
written decision in the formof an order based on
scientifically sound data gathered fromthe
application, the participants in the hearing, and any
other relevant information. The order shall contain a

statement of findings, and shall include but shall not




© 00 N o o b~ w N P

W RN NN RN N NN NNNR P RBP B R B B R b
O © ® ~N o O b W N P O © 0 N O U A W N B O

Page 61 of 74

be limted to: 1. designation of the critical
groundwat er area boundaries, and/or 2. the recomended
managenent controls of the critical groundwater area

t hat may include but not be Ilimted to; a.
restrictions on the anmount of withdrawals by each user
in the area, and/or b. requiring new permts for the
drilling of new water wells including but not Iimted
to, i. spacing restrictions, and/or ii. depth
restrictions.

"B. The Commi ssion will make the order and
propose managenent controls available to the
applicant, participants in the original application
heari ng, and any other persons requesting a copy
t hereof. The Comm ssion in accordance with 3501(B)
will initiate hearings on the order, and propose
managenent controls in each parish affected by said
order and managenent controls.

"C. Final orders - The Comm ssion will adopt
final orders and managenent controls after conpletion
of 3501(B). The final orders shall be nade a part of
t he permanent records of the Comm ssion in accordance
with 3311 and shall be nade available to the public
upon request."”

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. | would like to add that there are a
set of figures attached to the Draft Emergency Rul es
t hat outline the procedure. Hopefully that will help
clarify the process for application by Conm ssion, or
an applicant other than the Comm ssion. So these wil

not be submtted as part of the emergency rules, but
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hopefully they will be hel pful in understanding the
process.

Do we have any comments or questions by our
Conmi ssi oners concerning these Energency Rul es?
Again, we're not going to act on them today. W can
di scuss them We'll also accept comments and wel come
i nput between now and t he next Managenent Conmi ssion
when we'll probably ask to take an action on them

| also at this point want to encourage everyone,
if you did not sign in, please nake sure you sign in
because one of the things we try to do is distribute
the information on a notification list. So if you've
signed in and we have your E-mail address, you'll get
such information in advance.

No comments or questions by the Comm ssion?

(No response.)

Let's nove on to the next topic which Tony wil
al so give, the Ground Water Staff report.

MR. DUPLECHI N:

I n addition to participating in the proposal
review team the staff of the Ground Water Managenent
Conmi ssi on has spent considerable tinme |ogging in
water well information sheets, and we started after
our |l ast Comm ssion nmeeting responding to owners
and/or drillers who had submtted these sheets letting
t hem know that we did, in fact, get the sheets.

We are still experiencing a little bit of a
problem People think that we are issuing permts,
and that they can't drill the water well until they've

heard back fromus. Legislation merely states that 60
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days prior to drilling the well this information nust
be submtted to the Conmm ssioner of Conservation. W
are trying our very best to get the word out to people
what this programthat the legislation from |l ast year
created is all about. In an effort to assist with
that, this morning at the Task Force meeting | did ask
the Task Force nembers that were there to assist us in
getting the word out to the different groups that they
represent and letting them know what the requirenents
are here.

We have al so redesi gned our website to nake it
nore user-friendly, and put nore applicable
information on it, as well as links to other websites
t hat have simlar information; such as the Sparta
aqui fer's website and the Capital Area Ground Water
Conservation District's website, as well as the LSU Ag
Center's website which has a veritable plethora of
informati on fromthe meetings held in February and
August .

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Tony, could you give everyone that website while
we're tal king about it, the address?
MR. DUPLECHI N

The address for our website is
www. dnr . state.la.us. This will bring up Departnent of
Nat ural Resources honme page, and there's a link in --
it conmes out about in the m ddle of the page to the
Ground Water Management Conmm ssion. That will take
you directly to our website. The redesigned website

has the transcripts, verbatimtranscripts and
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summari es of all of the Conm ssion neetings. It also
has a list of when the Comm ssion neetings were held,
and where proposed nmeetings or the next meeting wil

be held. The sane thing holds true for the Advisory
Task Force. It has information on those meetings, as
well as the agenda for those neetings. The nenbers of
t he Comm ssion are listed along with their E-mail
addresses on the website, and the same thing holds
true for the Task Force menbers.

We have al so made several just cause deci sions
since our |last meeting. W have made five such
deci sions. Two were for test holes for an aquifer
test, and three were fromdrillers who had very short
notice fromtheir clients: one non-community public
supply, one irrigation well, and one well to fill up a
crawfi sh pond. That's it.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

We would just like to rem nd people that are new
to the process, this is just a waiver of the 60-day
advance registration. These wells still will be
regi stered. So there was a little confusi on about
t hat early on.

The next item -- any questions for Tony?

(No response.)

Thank you, Tony. As | nmentioned, this norning
our Ground Water Management Advisory Task Force met at
t he Department of WIldlife and Fisheries, and | think
we had a good neeting. As | nentioned at the Task
Force neeting we will always have an opportunity at

t he Comm ssion to review what's happened and accept
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recomrendati ons and so forth and have discussion. W
al so provide the Task Force with an update on

Conmi ssion activities. So hopefully there's a |inkage
t here, and as you can see there are many of our
nmenbers here today.

One of the things that we did have an opportunity
to do is meet anong the subcomm ttees, although we had
alittle logistics problemand we formed a coupl e of
super comm ttees for discussion, and sonetinmes people
were reluctant to go to commttee nunber two if they
bel onged to one. So we had some very good di scussion,
t hough, and |I'm going to now ask for our commttee
chairs or designated spokesperson for the various
commttees to give us a report of their activities or
comments that they may have. And we'll start -- we'l
just go in al phabetical order. The Agriculture
Committee? Wuld you please cone down and i ntroduce
yourself so we'll have that as part of the record?

MR. BARR

| " mJess Barr with Louisiana Cotton Producers.
And the Agriculture Commttee would |like to recomend
t hat as part of the additional 60-day waiver that we
add an additional recommendation on there for what we
would like to call drought condition wells, and these
woul d be defined as a well installed to alleviate crop
or livestock stress during periods of noderate or
extreme drought as indicated by the Pal mer Drought
| ndex.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. What | had suggested this norning,
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and we can open it up to Conm ssion nmenbers this
afternoon, is go ahead and post that as a proposed
revision to our 60-day waiver, and we will accept
comments, and then just as the other things that we've
approved or otherwi se, we'll put it on the agenda for
t he next meeting as a potential adjustment to our 60-
day wai ver process.

| s there any question or comment regarding that
request? (No response.) Thank you.

The next one is the Ecology Commttee.
MR. LANCTOT:

No report.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Well, you had sonething to say this norning.
MR. LANCTOT:

Not any reconmmendati ons.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| think you were going to survey, or nake sone
reconmendati ons, or |look at the issues in terns of
| i nkages between --
MR. LANCTOT:

Provi de sone exanpl es of inpacts on ecosystens
related to the depletion of water.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Ckay, that's fine. Thank you. The Econom c
Devel opment Conmittee?
MR. OWEN:

No report.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Well, are you going to handl e the
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Policy Committee Discussion?
MR. OWEN:

Yes.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Al'l right, the Industrial Commttee?
MR. LYONS:

My nane is M ke Lyons with Md-Continent Ol and
Gas Associ ation, and chair of the Industria
Committee. We have designated individual nmenbers of
our commttee to each of the other comm ttees that
serve on the Advisory Task Force in order that we
m ght network with those other groups.

We're al so devel oping a questionnaire that wll
be utilized by the various trade associ ations,
primarily LCA, M d-Continent, and the Pulp and Paper
group to |l ook at current usage, as well as forecast
use needs within the industrial sector. W have also
deci ded to | ook at possible incentives for
transferring from groundwater sources to surface water
sources, and inpediments to such transfers.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. The OQutreach Commttee?

MS. WALKER

My nane is Linda Walker. |I'moriginally with the
-- I"'mwith the League of Wonmen Voters. The Qutreach
Committee has determi ned that we're going to have a
full commttee meeting on either the 13th or 14th of
Novenber where we will in depth get into what kind of
publications maybe we would like to see, and sone of

t he | ong-range pl anni ng.
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But we al so deci ded that sone i mmedi ate action
was needed, and that we would |like to have an article
that really the staff and the expertise in the
Departnent need to devel op that we can have avail abl e
to put into all sorts of internal publications,
particularly to the decision-makers in the state to
informthem of what's happened to this point, and how
this group is working, and what we can see for the
future. And those need to go to the Police Jury
publications, Louisiana Mayoral Association, any of
the things that we can think of. And if we can get
t he Governor to maybe outreach in some of the things
t hat he does, such as his radio program and the
publicati ons where he has colums. And then follow ng
that, to keep updates going so that all the people
across the state, particularly the decision-makers
fromthis point on, will stay fully informed. And we
see that as an i mmedi ate need. Thank you.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. And we nentioned that our Staff at
Conservation tends to be nore on the technical side,
so we'll be looking to menmbers of our Task Force and
Commi ssion for witing talents to assist in that
effort. Another thing, Linda nentioned neetings, and
as we nmentioned this nmorning, all of the comm ttees of
t he Advisory Task Force and Comm ssion will be subject
to public nmeeting law. So we will do our best to
notify. We will notify as we do for our regular
nmeetings, but we will also notify people when

comm ttee meetings are taking place so you'll have the
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opportunity to attend the commttee of your choice.
Thank you.

Policy comm ttee?
MR. OVEN:

Every member -- |I'm Gene Owen wi th Baton Rouge
Wat er Company. Every member of the Policy Commttee
has a duplicate assignnent on another commttee, and
each of those individuals was present at anot her
commttee. | nmet as a commttee of one this norning,
and | bring you a unani mous deci sion by that
commttee. We would |like to request that in your
consi deration of the Enmergency Rules for Ground Water
Managenent that in the decision in paragraph 3505 that
you insert clarifying |anguage in paragraph 3505(A)2.a
t hat would make it abundantly clear that it is not the
intent of these regulations to require pro rata
reductions or curtailnment in the use of each user, but
you may curtail the usage of any user. But what |
would like to do is get away fromthe concept that
t hese regul ations m ght require pro rata reduction by
every user if any user is curtail ed.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, M. Owen. And as we mentioned this
nmorni ng after the unani nous reconmendati on of the
Policy Commttee, we will ask staff menmbers to | ook at
t hat and see if we can conme up with some | anguage
consi stent with the Act which said that public health
and safety is the first priority, and after that we
will consider historical use, previous conservation,

et cetera. So we will be working on some potenti al
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clarification | anguage for our Task Force and
Conmi ssion to consider again for clarification.
Publ i ¢ Supply?

(No report.)

Surface and Ground Water? Charlie?
COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

s that with Technical ?
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

| think the groups were combined, and |' m not
sure who was here to give the report.
MR. DEMAS:

The Surface Water and Ground Water Committee and
t he Technical Comm ttee both nmet together. W have
decided to hold a joint nmeeting with whoever the
consultant that is selected as soon as possible, as
soon as it's legally possible to brief them on what
data is avail able, and also on the concepts that the
Surface and Ground Water subcommttee wants themto
consi der.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. Those conclude our commttee reports.

Are there any questions or coments? (No response.)

| just had a question about the Technical. That
actually is a combined report. There was one big
supergroup, so that's -- that was the consensus

deci sion of the Technical and Surface and Ground Water
group.

Are there any other questions or coments by our
Comm ssi on menbers? Bo?

COWMM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI
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If that's in order | would like to request that
t he representative of the Red River Conmpact Comm ssion
be added to the Surface and Ground Water Comm ttee.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Charlotte, can we make a note of that? | trust
you'll notify that person that they have been added.
COVM SSI ONER BOL OURCHI

Yes.

COMM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you. New business? | think we've
di scussed our Emergency Rul e al ready, which we had
anticipated as the new business. Are there any other
itenms that members of the Comm ssion need to bring to
our attention?

(No response.)

Public comrents?

(No response.)

COVM SSI ONER NAMMNAMBA:

| just wanted to bring to the notice of nmy fell ow
commttee nenbers -- Conm ssion nenbers and Task Force
that | was away the | ast neeting because ny nother
passed away and | had to travel, and |'ve been through
grieving, and | think I'"mover the grieving and |I'm
back. Thank you.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

Thank you, and you certainly have the condol ences
of the Comm ssion. W're glad to have you back. All
right, well, schedule for next meeting. | would
assume we probably want to foll ow our nmonthly

schedul e, but | would like to | guess consult with the
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Staff in ternms of what we're | ooking at with the
consultant com ng on, if we could possibly have a

nmeeting soon after the selection process. So if we

can target that, unless soneone el se has an idea. |If
we're | ooking toward -- well, that m ght be pretty
soon.

COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

28t h of November? That's after the holidays.
COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:

1: 30 on the 26th? Okay, that's a Wednesday.
Ckay, the 28th. Is that all right? OQur contractor
will hopefully have been on board a week or two, but
perhaps that's a good tinme in terns of trying to
settle details. And a couple of the commttees have
i ndicated they're planning on neeting m d-nmonth, so
t hat m ght be a nice stretch for some work to have
been acconplished. The 28th, does that work for
everyone? And we'll just try to do the afternoon.
We'll do 1:30. We will not be able, if | recall

correctly, to have this room W' re going to have to

find another |ocation, but we'll stick with the 1:30
time frame, and we'll also shoot for an Advisory Task
Force neeting that morning. And | will determ ne the

| ocation for that one as well and notify you as
qui ckly as we can. Any comments or questions,
busi ness?

(No response.)

|f not, do | hear a notion to adjourn?
COVM SSI ONER ASPRODI TES:

| nove that we adjourn.
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COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
A second?

COVM SSI ONER BOLOURCHI :
Second.

COVM SSI ONER GAUTREAUX:
All in favor? (Aye.)

Page 73 of 74
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CERTI FI CATE
|, SUZETTE M MAGEE, Certified Court Reporter, do
hereby certify that the foregoing neeting was held on
Oct ober 22, 2001, in the M neral Board Hearing Room
Bat on Rouge, Louisiana; that | did report the
proceedi ngs thereof; that the foregoing pages,
nunbered 1 through 74, inclusive, constitute a true

and correct transcript of the proceedi ngs thereof.

SUZETTE M MAGEE, CCR #93079
CERTI FI ED COURT REPORTER




